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INFECTION O F  BUBBLING FOUNTAINS.

That present types of bubblers may be 
a source of communicable disease is the 
conclusion of H. A. Whittaker, of the 
Minnesota State Board of Health. Writ
ing in Public Health Reports for May 11,
1917, he describes bacteriological exami
nations which show that not only are the 
surfaces of the bubblers very commonly 
infected with mouth bacteria, but even 
the water will at times show these or
ganisms.

Seventy-seven drinking fountains in 
use at the University of Minnesota were 
examined, representing 15 different 
types. All of these were constructed im
properly with regard to protection from 
contamination by the consumer. Swabs 
from the bubbler surfaces showed that 
80 per cent, were infected with strepto
cocci, which it is reasonable to assume 
came from human mouths, since the 
water-supply feeding the fountains does 
not contain this organism.

Even the water from the bubblers was

infected with streptococci in 11 per cent, 
of the fountains.

Present types of bubblers are criti
cized, first, because all of them dis
charge the water vertically; second, be
cause the low jet permits the lips of the 
consumer to touch the bubbler at the 
nozzle; third, because certain types hav
ing closed receptacles around the point 
of discharge, retain the contaminated 
water falling back from the lips of the 
consumer.

Following the suggestion of Pettibone, 
Bogart and Clark, of the University of 
Wisconsin, a fountain has been designed 
which obviates these difficulties by 
means of the slanting jet and suitable 
wire muzzles, which prevent the con
sumer from mouthing the nozzle of the 
bubbler. Trials covering several weeks 
proved that neither the nozzle nor the 
water were infected by streptococci with 
this apparatus.—  The American Journal o f  
Pttblic Health.

PROCURING AN UNLAWFUL ABORTION INVOLVES AN 
ASSAULT.

(State vs. Farnam  (O re .), 161 P ac. R. 417).

The Supreme Court of Oregon, in af
firming a judgment of conviction of man
slaughter, says that procuring an unlaw
ful abortion on any woman always in
volves an assault in law, even when it 
is done with her consent and connivance, 
because no one can consent to an unlaw
ful act. While as between the parties 
an unlawful act may sometimes be con
doned, it is not within the power of any 
person to waive the violation of the laws 
of the country. And if procuring an un
lawful abortion is an assault, the offense 
comes within those involuntary killings 
by misdirected violence which constitute 
manslaughter. At common law the pro
ducing of an unlawful abortion resulting 
in the death of the mother was murder

by violence. The Oregon statute by 
making the offense manslaughter has not 
created a new crime, but has merely re
duced the grade of an old offense by 
changing the punishment form death to 
imprisonment in the penitentiary. Again, 
the court says that it concludes from 
certain precedents that at common law 
the act of producing an abortion was al
ways an assault, for the double reason 
that a woman was not deemed able to 
assent to an unlawful act against herself, 
and for the further reason that she was 
incapable of consenting to the murder of 
an unborn infant. And the court deduces 
the principle that procured an unlawful 
abortion by any means is always in the 
eye of the law an assault, both on the
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woman operated on and the unborn child, 
and that the one who, in producing such 
abortion, kills the mother stands in no 
different relation to the law from a per
son who, in an attempt to shoot A, 
shoots wild and kills B, except so far as 
the statute has modified the punishment. 
The deceased in this case, a poor, moth
erless child of 15, was incapable of con

senting to an assault on herself, or on 
her unborn child. It is sickening to 
speak of her consenting to the act. It 
was as much a forcible act as tho some 
scoundrel had met her on the road, and, 
knowing her condition, had seized her, 
and in the attempt forcibly to bring 
about a miscarriage had killed her.— 
The Journal o f  the American Medical Asso- 
ciation.

W A R  A N D  PROHIBITION.

The prohibition movement appears to 
be growing steadily stronger and strong
er. At present about 85 per cent, of the 
territory of the United States is dry, and 
about 58 per cent, of the population. In 
view of the increasing strength of the 
sentiment in favor of prohibition, it is 
not at all surprising that a powerful ef
fort should be made to secure some form 
of nation-wide prohibition at least during 
the war. Besides the usual reasons urg
ed in favor of prohibition, special em
phasis is now directed to the necessity 
of stopping the manufacture of alcoholic 
beverages in order to conserve the food 
supply and to turn additional labor into 
channels concerning the usefulness and 
necessity of which there can be no ques
tion. But of all reasons that may be 
urged against the use of alcoholic drinks, 
the two that must appeal to physicians 
with irresistible force are (1) the action 
of alcohol in lessening all forms of effi
ciency, physical, intellectual and moral, 
and (2) the intimate connection always 
found between drinking, prostitution and 
the spread of veneral diseases. The evi
dence against alcohol on these accounts 
is so overwhelming, so well established, 
and so generally known, that it does not 
seem necessary at this time to go into 
details, quote figures or cite examples. 
Only the other day an experiment was 
mentioned in The Journal (p. 1414) which 
showed that 50 gm. of brandy causes a 
depreciation in the marksmanship of ex
pert shots of 30 per cent. In rapid firing

and 50 per cent, in slow firing. What 
sense is there in training men to become 
efficient and then sit idly by and let the 
hard-won efficiency be taken away by 
alcohol? We know that wars heretofore 
have resulted in tremendous increase in 
veneral diseases, not only in the military 
but also in the civil population. Students 
of history tell us that such increase may 
be sufficient to place the stamp of physi
cal deterioration on entire nations. To 
ask another question—what sense is 
there in laboriously selecting and train
ing the flower of our young manhood to 
make soldiers, sailors, marines, and then 
do nothing decisive to save them from 
the far-reaching disasters to themselves 
and others of veneral disease? The fate 
of the movement to secure nation-wide 
war prohibition thru legislative action 
and in other ways is uncertain. As the 
first duty of the medical profession is to 
prevent disease and loss of human effi
ciency, we must do all in our power to 
favor such movements. In the mean
while no time should be lost in putting 
into effect the excellent recommenda
tions of the General Medical Board to 
the Council of National Defense that ev
ery military command be surrounded by 
a protected zone in which prohibition 
and the sale of alcoholic drinks shall be 
prohibited, and that special efforts be 
directed toward furnishing the men with 
suitable opportunities for wholesome rec
reation.— The Journa l o f  tke American M edi
cal Association.




